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"Big Powers," such a scheme is obviously unacceptable. There would probably be a sort of compromise, excluding none and based on complete equality for all nations, 01 it would lose its police character and have the characteristics of an agglomeration of powers. Following such a principle of common consent and common equality, the best solution would be for the World Police to "belong" to no particular nation, as no community police belongs to any socially prominent members of the community. Such a community police may now and then distribute small, private favours to the socially prominent members, such as better lighting on certain streets or shifting "no parking'* signs in their favour, since they pay more taxes, but this must be underhanded and the state of things must not become unbearable to the other poorer members of the community or enrage the public sense of justice.
And over all these questions must stand the philosophic question whether the World Government is to be preponderantly laissez-faire; according to Rousseau, or preponderantly regimentalized, according to Hobbes; whether it is to be a government by Polizei, according to Prussian Nazism, or government by self-government according to Jeffersonian democracy and the old-roguish Chinese. There is so much trotible that could be avoided if we did not poke our nose into it. The point immediately suggests itself, that the greater the area of government, and the more scattered the populations, the less can force be relied upon in government.
The Chinese, having governed their country for four thousand years without lawyers or police, and having had some experience in the matter of governing large areas, would instinctively incline toward Jeffersonian democracy. After all, a nation that believes in government by worship and song, by rituals and music, must